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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

In the response dated 4/25/2008, the applicant has cancelled all original claims 
and added new claims. Therefore an updated search and further reconsideration is 
necessitated by the new claims. Applicant's arguments state that applicants view is 
Dion (US 6419367) along with other secondary references from the non-final rejection 
do not anticipate the applicant's claimed invention. However, as addressed in more 
detail in the rejections below, examiner maintains that the prior art cited in the non-final 
rejection still applies to the instant application, even as currently amended with new 
claims. In page 15 under section B of the applicant's response dated 4/25/2008, 
applicants state that "... the Examiner takes the position that the invention as recited in 
prior claim 1 was identically disclosed in the '367 Dion et al patent." Examiner does not 
take the position that the invention in either the prior claim 1, or the present claim 25 is 
identically disclosed in the '367 Dion et al patent. However, the Dion et al patent does 
anticipate the claim language of Claim 25, as well as prior claim 1 . The rejections that 
follow will further point out citations to the prior art references used previously in the 
non-final rejection to show that the present invention is anticipated by prior art or would 
have been obvious. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
2. Claims 25, 26, 28-30, 33, 35 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Dion et al. (US 6419367). 

Regarding Claim 25, Dion teaches a glare hood for assembly on a display 
comprising: a tubular part having first and second side walls {Fig. 1 reference number 
22 and 16), an upper wall and a lower wall and having a rectangular cross-section 
(reference number 12 and 14), the tubular part also having a front end side [the side 
open to the user) and a rear end side {the side closer to the display); a flexible clamping 
wall {Fig. 1 the wall closest to the area marked 34) fabricated from a flexible material 
(Co/ 3 Line 1) and being bent in a configuration of a substantially circular segment and 
extending from the upper wall to the lower wall of the tubular part when the glare hood 
is not mounted on the display (Co/ 3 Lines 34-36 state that the opening corresponding 
to the flexible clamping wall can be any desired shape, this includes circular shaped); 
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the rear end side of the tubular part and the flexible clamping wall defining a recess 
(reference number 34); and the flexible clamping wall being deformed when the display 
is slid into the recess so that the glare hold is mounted on the display and, by virtue of 
the deformation, the glare hood applies a clamping force to the display [see Fig. 2). 

Regarding Claim 26, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 wherein the 
rear end side of the tubular part is defined by end faces of rear edges of the upper wall, 
the lower wall and first and second side walls (the rear end side is the side of Fig. 1 
reference number 10 that is closer to the display, and is defined by the rear sides of the 
upper and lower wall as well as the first and second side walls); and the rear end side 
abuts a front side of the display or an area surrounding the front side of the display 
when the glare hood is mounted to the display (as seen in Fig. 2). 

Regarding Claims 28-30, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 wherein 
the flexible material comprises rubberized material or neoprene material (Col 3 Lines 1- 
5), which includes rubber, synthetic rubber, and polychloroprene. 

Regarding Claim 33, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 wherein a 
distance between the front end side and the rear end side of 3 the tubular part is such 
that a front side of the display can be touched by fingers of a user extending from the 
front end side through the tubular part when the glare hood is mounted on the display 
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(as shown in Fig. 2). 
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Regarding Claim 35, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 wherein the 
glare hood consists substantially entirely of the flexible material (Co/ 3 Line 1). 

Claim 40 is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus of Claim 25 and is 
therefore rejected similarly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 31 -32, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dion et al. (US 6419367). 

Regarding Claim 31, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 29 wherein 2 
said flexible material comprises rubberized material, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize silicone rubber to be a well known, commonly used material as a rubberized 
material. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teaching of Dion because the combination would have yielded 
predictable results to one of ordinary skill. 
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Regarding Claim 32, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 but does 
not teach the flexible material is colored black. The color of the glare hood is a choice 
that does not affect the functionality of the glare hood, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
may choose for the hood to be black which would yield the same predictable results as 
any other color, given that the material is a dense rubber-like material. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
teaching of Dion by coloring the hood black because this would yield predictable results. 

Regarding Claim 34, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25, but 
does not teach the surfaces of the walls directed towards each other have a rough 
surface texture relative to other surfaces of the upper wall, the lower wall and the first 
and second side walls. One of ordinary skill in the art would realize that when an 
attachment, especially a rubberized material, is attached to an electronic device, having 
a rough edge would be beneficial in keeping the attachment in place. Official notice is 
taken that a rough surface texture is often used in such an application to add to keeping 
the attachment in place. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teaching of Dion to add a rough surface texture to keep the 
attachment in place with the added friction between the surfaces of the attachment glare 
hood and the display device. 
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5. Claims 27, 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dion et al. (US 6419367) in view of Kordiak (US 6302546). 

Regarding Claim 27, Dion teaches the glare hood recited in claim 25 but fails to 
teach tubular part tapers from the rear end side to the front end side. The common 
shape of a glare hood to cover a display screen is generally very similar. There is 
generally provided an area to cover the display from the top and sides with an opening 
for the user to look through and see the screen. The tapering shape with respect to the 
rear to front end direction is also commonly seen in glare hoods. Kordiak teaches such 
a glare hood for attachment to a laptop display for example, shown in Fig. 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teaching of Dion with that of Kordiak to make the front ends 
narrower in order to keep out more light or to narrow the area for the position of the 
user. 

Regarding Claim 36, Dion teaches a glare hood comprising a tubular part having 
first and second side walls, an upper wall and a lower wall and having a rectangular 
cross-section, the tubular part also having a front end side and a rear end side, a 
flexible clamping wall fabricated from a flexible material and being bent in a 
configuration of a substantially circular segment and extending from the upper wall to 
the lower wall of the tubular part when the glare hood is not mounted on the display, the 
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rear end side of the tubular part and the flexible clamping wall defining a recess (as 
addressed with Claim 25) but fails to teach a blank for forming the glare hood. 

Kordiak teaches also teaches a glare hood and teaches details of assembly from 
a blank (See Figures 15 and 16). One of ordinary skill in the art would be able to realize 
that any three dimensional shape can be manufactured by a flat material, or blank, and 
configured and bent or folded into the correct shape, and that this is commonly the 
method used in manufacturing such an apparatus). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teaching of Dion with that of Kordiak to realize that 
manufacturing the shape of a glare hood taught by Dion could be accomplished by a 
blank, or a flat sheet of material in the appropriate shape that would form the final 
product when manipulated. Applying the teaching of Kordiak would yield predictable 
results. 

Similarly, Regarding Claim 37, the blank for a tapered edge as that described in 
Claim 27 would similarly require a flat material blank with corresponding shape. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
create a blank for manufacturing the shape of the glare hood addressed in Claim 27, for 
the same rationale as stated above with Claim 36. 

Regarding Claims 38 and 39, since Dion does not teach the blank, Kordiak is 
provided with attachment parts for retaining the glare hood is an assembled condition 
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(See Fig. 1). Fig. 4 shows lips that integrally connect to other edges to form bending 
lines to create the desired shape of the glare hood. It would be obvious to apply this 
concept to the teaching of Dion to create a flat material which connect together to form 
the desired shape of the glare hood as taught by Dion. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teaching of Dion 
with that of Kordiak for the reason provided in Claim 36, and one of ordinary skill in the 
art would realize that a flat material blank when formed into the desired shape uses 
attachments cut within the blank. 



Conclusion 

1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AMY HSU whose telephone number is (571)270-3012. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lin Ye can be reached on 571-272-7372. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Amy Hsu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 

ARH 8/7/08 

/Lin Ye/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



